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come in on Friday until Thursday
morning.

I would just like to indicate to the
distinguished majority leader and any
other Members who might be inter-
ested in the Veterans Day ceremonies
that took place out in Hawaii, I will be
happy to forward newspaper accounts
and television transcript excerpts to
them if they want to be informed about
them, inasmuch as that is the way that
I had to find out about them myself.

I wonder, Mr. Speaker, whether the
majority would be prepared to tell us
at this time whether or not we can an-
ticipate leaving tomorrow or the next
day or the next day, or any day there-
after.
f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 1999, and under a previous order
of the House, the following Members
will be recognized for 5 minutes each.
f

CHINA’S POTENTIAL ENTRY INTO
THE WORLD TRADE ORGANIZA-
TION

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mrs.
WILSON). Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from California
(Mr. SHERMAN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mr. SHERMAN. Madam Speaker, I
rise with the sense that I am standing
in front of a moving train. Today’s
media has almost already brought
China into the World Trade Organiza-
tion, and already declared that we are
going to get enormous benefits from
that entry, and from a decision that
they presume will be made on this floor
to grant China permanent most-fa-
vored-nation status, which some call
normal trade relation status.

Let us review where we are now on
our trading relationship with China.
We have the most lopsided trading ar-
rangement in the history of a Nation’s
life. We have a situation where we ex-
port roughly $14 billion and import
close to $70 billion from China.

China is shameless in maintaining
and expanding that lopsided trading re-
lationship. It maintains high tariffs on
American goods, but what is worse
than what China does officially in its
published laws is what it does to re-
strict the access of American exports
through hidden, through unofficial,
through cozy relationships between the
Communist party of China and those
business enterprises that could be in-
volved in importing American goods if
they only chose to do so.

We would think, then, that any
change in this relationship would be a
change for the better, since it is al-
ready the worst trading relationship I
could identify. Yet, I have to question
the idea of this House giving most-fa-
vored-nation status to China on a per-
manent basis.

Madam Speaker, I cannot judge the
deal in advance. It is yet to be pre-

sented to us formally, and just perhaps
it will have some mechanisms in it
that will allay my concerns. My chief
concern is that what we would be doing
in giving permanent most-favored-na-
tion status to China is making perma-
nent the current situation.

That situation is one in which we are
a country of laws, so any American
businessperson can import goods from
China, subject only to our published
tariffs and restrictions and quotas. So
many business people work here in the
United States that they assume that if
we could only change China’s laws,
that their business people would be free
to bring in our goods. Nothing is all
that clearcut.

Imagine, if you will, some business
enterprise in China seeking to import
American goods receives a telephone
call from a Communist party cadre
telling them, don’t buy American
goods, buy them from France, buy
them from Germany. The Communist
party of China is angry at speeches
made on the floor. The gentlewoman
from California (Ms. PELOSI) took the
floor again, you had better not buy
American goods.

An American businessman would
simply laugh at some party official
telling him or her what to buy and
what to import, but a Communist Chi-
nese citizen would ignore advice, oral
advice, nonprovable advice, from the
Communist Party of China only at
their peril. China is not a country
where the rule of law prevails. Accord-
ingly, getting China to change its law
accomplishes perhaps very little. We
cannot assume that our trade deficit
with China will go down.

What we have now is an annual re-
view of our trading relationship with
China, so that if China were to move
into Tibet and slaughter hundreds of
thousands of people, we could react in
a way that they would understand, by
cutting off most-favored-nation status;
that if China were to engage in massive
nuclear proliferation, we could react. If
China continues to widen its trade def-
icit and use unofficial means to ex-
clude our exports, we could finally
summon up the determination to react
here on this Floor. If we give China
most-favored-nation status on a perma-
nent basis, then we will not be able to
react in any meaningful way.

Madam Speaker, I have come to this
Floor three times, to vote in favor of
giving China most-favored-nation sta-
tus one more year, and a second year,
and a third year, because I am not
ready to use our most powerful weapon
in the Chinese-U.S. trade relationship
at this time. But it is a long way be-
tween saying we are not willing to use
that weapon and that we want to en-
gage in unilateral disarmament.
f

CONCERNING THE UNWARRANTED
REGULATIONS TO BE IMPOSED
ON MICROSOFT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Indiana (Mr. MCINTOSH) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. MCINTOSH. Madam Speaker, I
rise today to comment briefly on the
findings of fact that were issued on Fri-
day, November 5, in the United States
District Court by Judge Penfield Jack-
son in the Microsoft case.

Madam Speaker, this week we cele-
brate the tenth anniversary of a great
moment in time when the Berlin Wall
that divided Europe for generations
came tumbling down. I was a young
lawyer in the White House staff with
Vice President Quayle in the fall of
1989, and I will never forget the sense of
joy that I had in watching that accom-
plishment.

When the Berlin Wall was torn down,
the spirit of free enterprise flowed like
a river, irrigating economic wasteland
that had been Communist East Ger-
many. How ironic, Madam Speaker,
that at the same time that we are cele-
brating the tenth anniversary of the
tearing down of the Berlin Wall, we are
forced to watch the spectacle of this
Justice Department attempting to
build up a wall around a pioneering
American company that has helped to
make our Nation the unchallenged
technological leader of the free world.

While Microsoft fights to protect its
freedom in court, freedom to innovate
and to compete in the free market, this
administration, the Clinton-Reno Jus-
tice Department, presses forward with
its zeal to erect a Berlin Wall, if you
will, of government regulation around
America’s most successful techno-
logical enterprise.

Madam Speaker, this Justice Depart-
ment’s zealous campaign against
Microsoft is the latest manifestation of
the liberal obsession with punishing
success. Here in Washington, because
of the tasteless class envy that many
of my colleagues on the other side of
the aisle continually wage, Mr. Gates
and other successful men and women
have been vilified.

b 1930

Yet in America, in the heartland of
America, at the latest trade show, Mr.
Gates and his company were applauded
for bringing yet more new wonderful
technology that will benefit all people
in this world.

Mr. Gates is a man who had a dream,
a focus, a passion, an intelligence, and
the savvy which for 25 short years has
revolutionized the computer industry.
Today, because of Bill Gates and his
colleagues in the computer industry,
people like me, my family, my grand-
mother, my wife’s father, Hoosiers all
over Indiana, and Americans every-
where can simply flick a switch and
play video games against each other,
access the same documents thousands
of miles apart, and view real-time
video images of their children, their
grandchildren, and their family.

Mr. Speaker, I am proud of the enor-
mous contribution that Microsoft has
made towards making the United
States of America the technological
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